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I feel I should commence by thanking Prof. Tony Hack ens and Dr. 
Fran~ois Widemann on behalf of the Centro Universitario Europeo for kindly 
inviting me to take part in an active way in this symposium 1• When I first 
received the invitation to present a report at this meeting with the proposed 
title, I very cautiously declined. I did so for two reasons : in the first place, 
because having in the last ten years dedicated myself almost entirely to 
archaeology related to the Maltese islands, I judged myself unfit to tackle any 
aspect strictly connected with the theme, and secondly, because I felt that 
Malta lay too much outside the Tyrrhenian sphere to be the focus of a paper in 
this symposium. 
Eventually I let myself be persuaded with the understanding that the 
topic of my paper should justify its inclusion in the programme of this 
meeting, and we agreed to the present title which may appear to some, 
perhaps justifiably, to be a bit too stretched. Nevertheless, during the reading 
I undertook in its preparation I was gradually and increasingly convinced that 
Malta must have played a significant role in the development of Phoenician 
commerce in the western Mediterranean - particularly in the Tyrrhenian -
and its impact on, and rapport with, the Greek and Etruscan ones : a role 
which, I think, has still got to be properly defined. 
In my paper I shall be referring to « Phoenician », sometimes to 
« Punic » and at other times « Carthaginian » commerce and objects without 
much distinction between the three adjectives, although I am very much 
aware of the intrinsic differences between the three labels. As far as the 
present topic is concerned I would apply the term « Phoenician » to all that 
is connected with this Semitic people both in the homeland and their 
movements in the eastern Mediterranean (an ethnic and political reality that 
I. I am particularly indebted to Dr. Tancred Gouder, Curator of Archaeology at the National 
Museum in Valletta, for his generosity in providing me with some of the slides as well as a number 
of important bibliographical references. I am also grateful to Professors Piero Gianfrotta and 
Gioacchino Falsone for some very useful advice and bibliography. 
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survived practically down to Alexander's incorporation of the area in his 
empire) and in their commercial and colonial expansion in the western basin 
of the Mediterranean·. It is in the latter area that the situation complicates 
itself, mostly because the English language lacks the substantive, correspon-
ding to the adjective « Punic », to designate the western Phoenicians 
following their progressive detachment (culturally and politically) from the 
motherland from around the mid-sixth century B.C. when the ancient sources 
start referring to them as « Carthaginians » (Greek Kapx1186vtot ; Latin 
Carthaginienses ; Italian Cartaginesi) or « Punics » (Latin Poeni ; Italian 
Punier). The modern historical perspective distinguishes, and very rightly so , 
between what was strictly Carthaginian - i.e., referring to anything 
connected with or emanating from the city of Carthage - and the collective 
name of the Phoenician settlements in the west which , sometimes individu-
ally, at other times in concert, had dealings of various nature with the other 
political powers of the region, first the Greeks and later the Romans. Until 
this question of nomenclature is settled, the term « Phoenician » is likely to 
remain the more generally applicable one. 
It may sound commonplace and like stating the obvious, but it should, 
nevertheless , be emphasized that all objects and artifacts of foreign origin 
found in a Maltese archaeological context must have reached Malta by sea 
since the latter is an island, or rather a group of islands . Therefore, although 
as yet no discovery of a pre-Roman shipwreck, in particular Greek or 
Phoenician, has ever been made in Maltese waters - at least not any that has 
been officially recorded, since the earliest material from the Xlendi wreck is 
second century B.C. (M.A .R., 1961, p. 6-7 , fig. 5)- all Greek, Phoenician 
and Etruscan objects unearthed from the Maltese islands have all the merits 
and charm we normally associate with shipwrecks, and something more. All 
such objects are undeniable evidence of trade, certainly in that direction (i.e., 
to Malta), and possibly in other directions (i.e. , for re-export) . 
The same case cannot be made for commerce between Phoenicians and 
Greeks on the island of Sicily. Since that island was divided between 
Phoenician colonies in the west and Greek colonies in the rest of it, certainly 
some of the commodities, even those of ultimate overseas origin, must have 
changed hands between Greek and Phoenician colonists by means of overland 
traffic, and were not necessarily imported directly from their centre of 
production. I mean to say that Greek archaic pottery found in the necropolis 
of Mozia (Mozia VII-IX) and Palermo (Tamburello, 1971 and 1978 ; 
Camerata Scovazzo e Castellana, 1980), for example, could have got there 
through the intermediary of the Greek colonies of Sicily, and similarly the 
Phoenician faience and pottery discovered in the necropolis del Furco at 
Syracuse (Pelagatti, 1978) and the red-slip ware found in Zancle (Bacci, 1978) 
could have reached these destinations through the intervention of Phoenician 
tradesmen from the western Sicilian colonies. This problem is treated 
extensively by S.F. Bondi (1979 and 1983) and V. Tusa (1979). 
The Maltese Case 419 
A very different problem is, of course, posed by the Greek marble statue 
of a « Charioteer » (datable to c.450 B.C.) discovered on Mozia some years 
ago (Tusa, 1983 : bibl.). Phoenician commerce is normally concerned with 
small-scale, easily handled goods and the Mozia statue would be quite a rare 
exception. I would be more inclined to believe it was part of a booty 
plundered from a Sicilian Greek city in times of war. 
There seems to be a traditional resistance to the view that by early 
Phoenician times open-sea navigation was regularly practiced. Some still 
believe that the Phoenician navigators, like their Greek counterparts, conti-
nued to hug the coast well into the first half of the first millennium B.C. 
(e.g. Breglia, 1966, p. 122, pls. 11-111). The contents of three tombs discov-
ered at Ghajn Qajjet (Baldacchino e Dunbabin, 1953), Mtarfa (M.A.R., 
192617, 8; Culican, 1982, figs. 13-4) and Qallilija (M.A.R., 191617, 9-10), 
all in the vicinity of Rabat, Malta, apart from establishing a terminus a quo 
for the Phoenician presence in Malta, go a long way to establish that open-
sea faring was being practiced by the Phoenicians by the first half of the 
seventh century B.C., especially if one takes into consideration the diminutive 
size of the island and its pelagic position. 
In the first instance, the characteristic burnished red-slip ware which 
represented the bulk of the ceramic kit found in the Ghajn Qajjet tomb reveal 
a pedigree which can be derived from the Syro-Palestinian area, although they 
are related to contemporary pottery found in other early Phoenician 
settlements in the west (Ciasca, 1971, p. 67-68). Secondly, the head of a bronze 
torch-holder is normally attributed a Cypro-Phoenician origin (Baldacchino e 
Dunbabin, 1953, p. 37-38, fig. 6, pl. XIII ; Tore, 1986). These items, together 
with the strongly egyptianizing amulets and jewelry from other tombs (Holbl, 
1986a, p. 141, 268, 421 ; 1986b, p. 202) as well as the archaic materials of 
oriental origin from Tas-Silg, constitute strong evidence of a trading route 
from Phoenicia to the western Mediterranean (i.e., to Malta and, presumably, 
Carthage and western Sicily) via Cyprus and, very likely, Crete. 
The two other significant items, a Proto-Corinthian kotyle and an 
eastern Greek « bird-bowl » confirm the eastern origin of most of the 
furniture in the Ghajn Qajjet tomb 2, but they also open a new dimension to 
the question : the itinerary they followed to arrive in Malta. 
l Since they provide the basis for the dating of the associated Phoenician material, and of the end of 
Prehistory and the beginning of Ancient History for the Maltese islands, these archaic Greek pots 
deserve a special note. Previously they have been assigned to the second half of the eighth century 
(bib!. in Bonanno, 1983, p. 15-16, n. 84-88) mostly on datings suggested by Dunbabin (Baldac-
chino e Dunbabin, 1953, p. 40) and accepted by Culican (1961, p. 48) and Ciasca (1971 , p. 64) . In 
more recent years, however, both Culican (1982) and Ciasca (1982, p. 148) have lowered their date 
to the second half of the seventh century, with which date W. Johannowsky and M. Gras are in 
agreement (see Discussion). As to the Proto-Corinthian skyphos from the Mtarfa tomb , both 
Johannowsky and Gras concur on a date in the first half of the seventh century B.C. 
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1. Were they carried to Malta all the way from Phoenicia ? - Proto-
Corinthian and eastern Greek pottery are regularly found in Syro-
Palestinian coastal cities (Moscati, 1980, p. 30-35). 
2. Were they picked up from some emporion on the way, say from Cyprus, 
Rhodes, or even Crete ? 
3. Or did they reach Malta through a Sicilian or North African interme-
diary ? 
Although possible, the last alternative seems to be the least likely, 
certainly at this period in time. The second calls in complications of 
Phoenician trading presence in the Aegean which lie outside the scope of this 
paper. In the absence of other evidence to the contrary the greater probability 
of 1. and 2. certainly points out to a direct commercial current from the 
eastern Mediterranean to, or via, the Maltese archipelago (Ciasca, 1971, 
p. 71 ; Moscati, 1980, p. 254). 
The picture presented by these archaic tombs is, indeed , further confirmed 
by the archaic repertoire retrieved from that remarkable ancient site explored 
by the Missione Archeologica ltaliana of the University of Rome in the 1960s, 
the sanctuary of Tas-Silg above the Marsaxlokk harbour (Missione, 1963-70), 
especially the ivories (Moscati, 1970), some architectural features (Moscati, 
1964 ; 1966a) and some statuettes (Ciasca, 1971, p . 100 : «stile fenicio-
cipriota » ). In some of this material A. Ciasca sees tell-tale stylistic analogies 
with the Greek world of Ionia and the islands (1971, p. 100). 
What is conspicuously absent in the material of both the Ghajn Qajjet 
and Mtarfa tombs, as well as all the other tombs datable from the early sixth 
century onwards, is the native element which down to the arrival of the 
Phoenicians, and possibly for a few centuries afterwards, constituted the 
prehistoric population of the Borg in-Nadur and Bahrija cultures (Evans, 
1971, p. 225-228; Trump, 1966, p. 44). Is it because the tombs belonged 
exclusively to members of the newly established Phoenician community who 
found little or nothing indigenous worth including in their funerary furni-
ture ? Or was the native population so overwhelmed by the new culture as to 
abandon almost completely their own artisanal production ? Antonia Ciasca 
(1982, p. 142) has recently suggested that the early red-slip ware was locally 
produced and that it developed from an indigenous tradition. Evidence of a 
coexistence of some sort between the prehistoric native population and the 
literate newcomers was found, on the other hand, in a burial cairn in Rabat, 
Gozo (M.A.R., 1923/ 4, 11) and at Tas-Silg where Borg in-Nadur (and 
Bahrija) pottery was identified in association with the earliest layers of 
Phoenician occupation (Ciasca, 1971, p. 65-66, 72). 
Going back to the question of commercial sea routes from the East, it 
should be noted that the statuette of the so-called Melqart, or Reshef, fished 
out of the sea of Sciacca in 1955 (Purpura, 1981 : bibl.) not only pushes the 
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plying of the western seas by Phoenicians even further back than is normally 
indicated by the archaeological documentation - it is dated to the ninth 
century at the latest - but, if the more widely accepted date of 14th-13th 
century is correct, it also opens the question of the earliest colonization in the 
West - those of Cadiz and Utica are fixed by the literary tradition around 
1110 (Veil. Pat. I ,. 2, 3) and 1100 (Plin. XVI, 216) respectively - as well as 
the question of the very identity of the sea-farers before the twelfth century. 
Should they be called Phoenicians, Canaanites or, more generically, Syro-
Palestinians ? 
As yet, however, the archaeological record for Malta does not place the 
Phoenician presence there beyond the first half of the seventh century B.C., 
or thereabouts. The literary sources do neither contradict nor confirm this 
initial date of the settlement of this semitic people on Malta. Pseudo-Skylax 
(Muller , 1885, p. 89) writing in the mid-fourth century, described Malta as a 
Carthaginian colony, probably reflecting a contemporary reality, Malta 
having entered the Carthaginian political and military sphere with the decline 
of the political autonomy of the Phoenician motherland at the hands of the 
Assyrians first, and later, in a more definitive way, under the Persians. A 
later writer, Diodorus Siculus (V, 12, 1-4) writing in the first century B.C. , 
somewhat anachronistically described Malta and Gozo as « Phoenician 
colonies ». He was most probably referring to a much earlier reality ; a 
reality, however, whose mark was somehow still felt or noticed in his own 
time, or in that of his source. 
Diodorus makes two further comments of great significance. He empha-
sizes the two islands' pelagic nature (« Far off the south of Sicily three 
islands lie out in the sea ») and the fact that they had « harbours which can 
offer safety to ships in distress of weather ». The latter observation seems to 
imply only the occasional shelter, a point of reference to be used in difficult 
weather conditions, but it does not exclude a priori a regular port of call for 
ships navigating on a direct route that cut straight through what Cicero, a 
contemporary of Diodorus, labelled mare pericolosum. In fact, Diodorus 
goes on to say that the Phoenicians selected Malta as a place to settle on 
precisely because « as they extended their trade to the western ocean , (they) 
found in it a place of safe retreat, since it was well supplied with harbours 
and lay out in the open sea ». A port of call, therefore, but not a port of 
trade. Diodorus' last statement runs counter to what Thucydides (VI, 2, 6) 
tells us as to the preferences of the Phoenicians in their choice of sites for 
settlement in Sicily, i.e. « promontories on the sea and small islands close to 
the coast » - for example, Mozia. 
Therefore, the choice of the Maltese islands must have been dictated not 
by the usual criteria but by their convenient position, right on the direct route 
from east to west (Ciasca, 1971, p. 72-73), without having to sail too close to 
the Greek-controlled southern coast of Sicily, or take the much longer route 
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along the coast of North Africa. That this commercial traffic making use of 
Malta was a somewhat intensive one is borne out not only by the 
overwhelming Phoenician content of the archaeological material from the 
early seventh century onwards, but also by Diodorus' attribution of the great 
economic progress achieved by the Maltese inhabitants to the assistance 
received from the Phoenician merchants. 
Presumably, then, the Phoenicians did not use Malta merely as a 
transshipment base in their trade system connecting the Tyrrhenian network 
with that converging on the Phoenician cities of the motherland ; they also 
developed crafts and industries on the islands themselves . One of these crafts, 
referred to by the Sicilian historian as the most important one, was the 
weaving of linen, an industry the product of which is mentioned by several 
other ancient writers (Bonanno , 1977, p . 77 , n. 26). But this industry has not 
left any trace in the archaeological record . The other craft which was 
developed to such an extent as to produce exportable items was pottery-
making to which I shall come back in a moment. It would seem likely that 
the colonizers helped the inhabitants to develop new lines of agriculture, in 
particular olive cultivation. The evidence for this is still rather flimsy and 
consists of pre-Roman (i.e. Punic) structures identified below several of the 
excavated Roman olive-pressing farms. However, from an examination of the 
documented Maltese ceramic exports Antonia Ciasca has come to the 
conclusion that Malta must have exported very little food merchandise, 
because large containers from Malta occur with far less frequency outside the 
islands than those of smaller dimensions (Ciasca, 1985, p . 22-23). 
To return to the role of Malta in the flow of trade between the eastern 
Mediterranean and the various centres on the Tyrrhenian sea in the archaic 
period, in two contributions published soon after the archaeological cam-
paigns conducted on the site of the sanctuary of Tas-Silg, and taking into 
consideration the results of those campaigns, Ciasca suggested that the island 
seemed to be detached , at least in the seventh and sixth centuries, from the 
great commercial routes directed to the Phoenician colonies of the west and 
that it appeared to fit more in the routes that from the eastern islands 
reached the areas of central and north Tyrrhenian through the straits of 
Messina (Ciasca, 1970, p. 101 ; 1971, p . 75). 
The arguments brought forward in support of this view are the 
following : 
I. the marked difference of the Phoenician pottery of Malta from that of the 
group Mozia/ Carthage ; 
2. the distribution pattern of the torch-holder represented , apart from Malta, 
in Sidon, Cyprus, Rhodes, Sardinia and Caere ; 
3. the distribution pattern of the « bird-bowl » in Rhodes, Thera, Malta, 
Gela, Syracuse, Rhegion, Caere , Vulci, Vetulonia, Populonia. 
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To be frank, and with due respect to the authority of Ciasca, I find this 
conclusion somewhat hard to accept. In the first place it would seem more 
logical, all other things being equal, to suppose that Malta was on the straight 
route to Carthage and to the Tyrrhenian via the Sicilian canal (Moscati, 1980, 
p. 254) than on one that arriving in Malta from the east veered suddenly north 
to reach the Tyrrhenian via the straits of Messina. The latter route seems even 
less probable given that the straits must have been « controlled » in some way 
by the Greek colonies of Rhegion and Zancle. Furthermore, it should be 
remembered that differences in the ceramic kit and in other cultural 
manifestations between one colony and another is not a new thing among the 
Phoenician colonies of the west. On the other hand, Michel Gras has identified 
several more points of contact between Malta and Motya/Carthage (Gras, 
1985, p. 299-300). Finally, the distribution patterns of the Cypro-Phoenician 
torch-holders (Tore, 1986) and of the eastern Greek « bird-bowl » (Shefton, 
1982, fig. 2, nn. 38-45), does not in fact exclude the possibility, I dare say the 
probability, of their reaching the Tyrrhenian centres via the Sicilian canal. 
In this respect one must, I think, distinguish between the two possible 
commercial carriers. If the carriers were Greek, the natural route would be, 
via some intermediary centre in the east (say Cyprus or Rhodes), straight to 
Greek Sicily and the Messina straits without reference to Malta. If the 
carriers were Phoenicians, then the more logical route would be through 
Malta to Carthage or Motya and from there to the other centres of the 
Tyrrhenian ; unless we want to put aside the notion of the great Mediterra-
nean sea-routes (Moscati, 1966, p. 241) and think of Malta as a backwater 
depending for its imported needs on the closest emporia, be they Greek or 
Phoenician, in neighbouring Sicily. 
Although Ciasca's more recent study (1985) on the distribution of some 
recognizable Maltese ceramic products of the Phoenicia-Punic period is based, 
as she admits, only on a bibliographical examination of the data, I feel that her 
conclusions constitute a good starting point for future studies and I would like 
to repropose to you the results of her investigations because they throw light 
on the trade patterns in the Tyrrhenian sea in the period under examination. 
A Maltese ceramic export which, according to Ciasca, is easily recogniz-
able and which has a fairly wide diffusion is the ovoid, neckless amphora 
which is documented from the seventh to the third/second centuries B.C. 
with very little development. This type of amphora, doubtlessly used for 
storage and transport of liquid or solid foods, has been identified in 
Camarina (sixth century), possibly in the shipwreck of Porticello (fifth 
century) and at Gela. Its distribution became much more diffused in the third 
and second centuries : e.g. Carthage, Lilybaeum, Motya, Ibiza. Therefore, 
although for the sixth and fifth centuries it is documented only in Sicily, by 
the end of our period it was widely distributed in the Tyrrhenian trade 
pattern reaching as far as the Balearics. 
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Smaller containers of liquids, such as small amphorae and various small 
jugs in a characteristic red/ orange clay with cream/ white or ivory/ white slip 
and simple broad-band decoration in reddish-brown (sometimes branches of 
leaves and flowers, stylized waves or even geometric motifs) whose produc-
tion can safely be placed in the fourth and third centuries B.C., have so far 
only appeared in Carthage. 
Other Maltese products of the common Punic repertoire (such as 
bilychne lamps and umbilicated plates) have been traced again at Carthage, 
Cagliari, lbiza, Lilybaeum. The same distribution pattern in the Tyrrhenian 
is confirmed by the occurrence outside Malta of a two-handled vase with a 
widely splayed conical body and short rounded shoulders which is com-
monly found used as cinerary urn in Maltese tombs. It occurs in Lilybaeum, 
Mozia, and in a tomb context at Leptis Magna, while a single example 
was fished up from the sea off the south coast of Sardinia (Bartoloni, 
1981). 
The above-mentioned Leptis connection turns out to be only one of the 
many commercial contacts that must have existed between the Maltese islands 
and this Tripolitanian city, especially from the end of the fourth to the third 
centuries B.C. The tomb furniture of the two centres for the fourth-third 
centuries is so closely related that Ciasca holds that between them Leptis and 
Malta formed part of a specific area of Punic culture, placed geographically 
at the eastermost boundaries of the Phoenician colonial world in the western 
Mediterranean, and having its own particular characteristics (Ciasca, 1985, 
p. 24, n. 31). 
In her concluding paragraphs Ciasca tentatively classifies the vases with 
ivory/ cream slip as « luxury items » for export in competition with various 
other productions of white-background pottery of the Hellenistic period. She 
would not exclude the possibility that the Greek centres of Sicily provided the 
market for these products. In this respect she makes a further very important 
and valid observation. The wide-ranging trade contacts with the Punic world 
bear very little reflection in the Maltese context. On the contrary, the Maltese 
documentation indicates strong links with the Greek colonies of Sicily and 
Magna Graecia rather than with the rest of the Punic world. As an example 
she cites the fact that the presence in Malta of foreign Punic commercial 
amphorae is minimal whereas Greek and Italic amphorae are quite common 
(Ciasca, 1985, p. 23-24, n. 30). Besides, from the fourth century onwards 
Greek imports become increasingly South Italian and include fragments of 
various types of red-figured vases, Campanian ware and others belonging to 
the Lagynos group. Some jewelry seems to be attributable to Tarentine 
production. Fragments of sculpture in Greek marble, on the other hand, 
testify further contact with Greece, more probably with the islands and Ionia 
(Ciasca, 1970, p. 102). 
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As for the third component of the theme of the present symposium, the 
Etruscan one, it is not certain how much weight we ought to give to the 
absence from Malta of its bucchero which is, however, found in Carthage 
and Mozia. The so-called « Etruscan » or « Tyrrhenian » pirates (Gras, 
1976 : bibl.) remind us of the pirates that, according to Cicero (Verr. II, 4, 
103-104) and obviously before his time, made regular and frequent use of the 
sheltered harbours of Malta (Busuttil, 1971). 
The Etruscan identity of the ivory or bone plaques to which the 
specimen from Ras ir-Raheb (Malta) belongs has been securely determined by 
Pallottino (1935). In her study of the various workshops producing these 
plaques and their diffusion Marina Martelli included the Maltese example in 
her second group together with others from Ruvo, Velia, Locri and Rhodes. 
She dates this group to the period 540/ 30-500 B.C. (Martelli, 1985, p. 216-
223, fig. 36). Although it ill-fits the archaeological context in which it was 
found (M.A.R., 1962, p. 6, pl. 4), this bone plaque is a sure evidence of 
some sort of contact with the Etruscan world. 
Contrary to what is stated in the abstract of this paper there is indeed 
another object of Etruscan origin found in Malta, a plate belonging to the so-
called « Genucilia Group ». Now preserved in the Ashmolean Museum, 
Oxford (Del Chiaro, 1957, p. 284) it constitutes another testimony of 
commercial contact between Etruria and Malta, this time during the first half 
of the fourth century B.C., even though it could have reached Malta indirectly 
via Carthage. Together with the Genucilia plate found in Cyrene (Bacchielli, 
1976) the Maltese plate extends the area of diffusion of this class of Etruscan 
(or Central Italian) pottery beyond the southeast limit previously set by three 
such plates discovered in Carthage (Bacchielli, 1976, p. 100, n. 13). 
The above observations remain, for the moment, working hypotheses 
which do, however, open new fields or investigation, in particular on the 
commercial and cultural interaction between Malta and Greek Sicily, on the 
one hand, and between Malta and the Punic world, on the other, before the 
Roman conquest. To make more headway and achieve more concrete results 
one has to establish firmly the places of origin, the production centres of the 
classes of pottery mentioned above. In the Maltese case it is imperative to 
establish whether the types of pottery that are reputed to be of Maltese 
production - starting from the Borg in-Nadur pottery found in Thapsos, 
Ognina and other sites, through the red-slip ware and down to the ovoid, 
neckless amphorae - are really so or not. The best way to do this is certainly 
by the application of scientific techniques, such as the analysis of the fabrics 
and their constituent elements compared to the geology of the Maltese islands. 
Such a study is being projected through the intervention of P.A.C.T. 
Anthony BONANNO 
University of Malta Classics Dept 
M - MSIDA Malta 
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DISCUSSIONS 
Michel GRAS 
L'expose d'Anthony Bonanno n'est absolument pas marginal par rapport au theme 
du colloque. Matte, par sa position geographique unique en Mectiterranee, revet une 
extreme importance pour l'histoire des echanges ... 
Deux aspects de Matte me frappent, qui se completent : le facies archeologique de l'ile 
au vne siecle a une dimension « orientale » marquee, comme l'a souligne Bonanno : 
j'ajouterai a ce qu'il a dit Ia morphologie particuliere des amphores de Ia tombe de Ghajn 
Qajjet dont il est encore difficile de determiner le centre de production, mais qui, meme si 
elles sont occidentales (ce qui est fort possible a mon avis) imitent des types orientaux de 
Ia Phenicie. 
428 A. Bonanno 
Matte est aussi, d'une certaine maniere, tn\s liee a Ia Sicile orientale toute proche et 
aux colonies grecques de cette region. Prenons Ia tombe de Ghajn Qajjet. La coupe 
protocorinthienne basse et Ia bird sont du milieu du VII< siecle (en depit des datations 
erronnees qui se rencontrent sur ce point dans Ia litterature archeologique) et proviennent, 
seton moi, du milieu colonial grec de Sicile orientale. N'oublions pas que des plats en red 
slip (nombreux a Malte) ont ete recemment identifies a Syracuse, Megara Hyblaea et 
Messine. Enfin, lors du dernier congres de Tarente, une amphore de type phenicien 
(proche des Cintas 268) a ete decouverte au Sud de Reggio (elle est exposee au musee de 
cette ville) : mais elle est plus proche d'exemplaires de Metauros et Mylai que de Ia 
documentation amphorique maltaise. 
Rien n'atteste encore un role de Malte dans les relations Etrurie-Carthage aux VII< et 
VIe siecles. L'avenir dira s'il s'agit d'un hasard ou non. Mais Motye me semble de ce 
point de vue mieux place que Malte. 
Werner JOHANNOWSKY 
Le tazze rodie ad uccelli rodie rientrano nella prima meta del VII secolo. Una delle 
kotylai della tomba nella rosa di Rabat e del protocorinzio medio, l' altro mi sembra 
etrusco-corinzio e della fine del VII - inizio VI secolo a .C . Anche i Greci usavano 
evidentemente una rotta in mare aperto partendo da Kriou Metapon all' estremita S.O. di 
Creta, dov' e stato trovato un altare fenicio databile a! piu tardi all 'VIII secolo, che e 
stato riconosciuto nella sua importanza da Di Vita . 
Jean-Paul MOREL 
Anthony Bonanno a signale un plat de Genucilia trouve a Malte, indice modeste mais 
indubitable d'un rapport entre Ia mer Tyrrhenienne et cette \'!e. Qu' il me permette de 
rappeler que cette production extremement peu diffusee en Mediterranee occidentale est 
aussi representee a Carthage, ou trois exemplaires en ont ete trouves (Antiquites 
Africaines, 15 , 1980, p. 67-68) : on peut y voir un temoignage supplementaire d ' analogie 
entre Matte et le monde punique. 
Anthony BONANNO 
Ringrazio l'amico Gras per le sue osservazioni con le quali sono pienamente 
d'accordo e soprattutto per l' indicazione della recentissima scoperta di un'altra anfora di 
tipo fenicio trovata neUe vicinanze di Reggio . Dagli scritti recenti di Michel Gras sono a! 
corrente dell'abbassamento della datazione della kotyle corinzia e della coppa ad uccello 
rispetto a quella proposta dal Dunbabin e susseguentemente dal Culican. 
Sono grato anche a! Dr. Johannowsky per aver chiamato Ia mia attenzione all'altare 
fenicio sulla costa meridionale di Creta e al materiale fenicio di Knosso, i quali mi 
rendono meno titubante nella mia proposta di una linea di navigazione a mare aperto che 
da Creta si sarebbe diretta verso Malta e oltre. 
Grazie anche a! collega Morel per il suo intervento. Vorrei solo chiamare Ia sua 
attenzione ad un altro esemplare di piatto di Genucilia, questa volta trovato a Cirene, 
pubblicato da Lidiano Bacchielli, a cui facevo riferimento nella parte della mia relazione 
che ho dovuto saltare per motivi di tempo. 
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